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Applicant appreciates the Examinee's r^vi^ 
is submitted in response to the Office Action d|te<| 



ojfhe present application. This amendment 
hin;e;17, 2005. Claims 1-4, 7-13 and 15-26 
currently stand rejected. Applicant has cancelled ^laini 20, amended claims 1, 15, 18 and 24-26 
and respectfully submits that no new matter has besn added by the amendment. 

j: resented below, the Applicant respectfully 
pending claims of the present application. 



In light of the amendment and the remarks 
requests reconsideration and allowance of all npWf 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC SI 12 \\ 

Claim 20 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly cfcim 



the invention. Claim 20 has been cancelled, thtis w 5 rejection of claim 20 is moot. 



i 
r 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC SI 01 

Claims 24-26 stand rejected under 35 lj|S:C 
subject matter. Applicant has amended claims £4^2)6 
disposed on a computer readable medium and i|ic' 



§101 as being directed to non-statutory 
td be directed to a computer program 

. i ; 

iin£ instructions for performing various 
operations. As such, claims 24-26 define statutory subject matter such that the rejection under 



12,! second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
thejsubject matter which applicant regards as 



35 U.S.C. §101 is overcome. 



Hi 



56, 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC S102 

Claims 1, 2, 7-10, 15-19 and 21-23 stanjii reject*-*! 
anticipated by Gupta et al. (U.S. Patent No. 1 6,4p4;;li 
respectfully traverses. v ;nj 

An exemplary embodiment of the present 

' & 

node; 2) transmitting the instructions to the reri}ot| 
remote network node to modify a play list qf a Jisejr, 



ligation according to independent claim 1 
includes operations of 1) providing instructions^ for 1 iub rutting content from a remote network 

f network node; 3) receiving a request from the 
the request including content information 
from the remote network node and identification lDfflbnMtion of the user, 4) modifying the play 



@]010 



under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
lereinafter "Gupta"). Applicant 
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list of the user to include the content from the r<:mji 



oif the user based on the modified play 



the content from the remote network node t<!> a ifcc$}ver 
list. As now amended, the exemplary embojdim enljof independent claim 1 clarifies that the 



remote network node from which the request to 



associated with the user. In other words, for exi un|le, instructions are sent to a remote computer 
to allow the remote computer (not associated w thine uker) to add a song title to the play list of a 



user. The song title, thus added, is then streame d t| the 
Gupta fails to teach such operations with reSpecf: t| 
particularly, Gupta fails to teach or suggest that 
modified by a second user remote from the first 
Independent claim 1 recites, inter alia, 



interface instructions to a remote network node 



te network node; and 5) causing streaming of 



mfjjiify 



us^r, as 

jjjding demote network node interface 
instructions for submitting remote network nodi citmten ^transmitting the remote network node 



the user's playlist comes is not 



user according to the modified play list, 
content from a remote network node. More 
'ay'Jtst associated with a first user can be 

Recited by amended independent claim 1. 



:h$j is independent of a user; receiving a request 



from the remote network node via the transmits d o$Lterf ice instructions to modify a play list, the 



Hf 

idT 



request including remote network node content 
user, the play list being associated with the user 

other words, instructions are provided and titans nil 

j 

independent of the user to request to modify; a p 
modification includes information having retnot s ti\ 

col. 18, lines 14-21 of Gupta as teaching alliof t ies| 

! . iii 

Gupta indicates that there is no teaching or sug£ est 

i :: ; 

that instructions are provided or transmitted jto tylq 
modify a play list. In fact, in describing Figure 
media segments to modify the play list (col. j 17, 
in Gupta of a remote user or remote network noi le-* 1 
modify the play list with remote network nojle c oti 
can modify the play list, any request in Gupta tc mi 

network node content information as claimeid in 

I 

or suggest an analog to remote network nodfc co rtei 



rma :ibn and identification information of the 
tificd by the identification information. In 
ed to allow a remote network node 

ist; associated with an identified user. Such 

I | 

twpj-k node content. The Office Action cites 
fea lires. However, a careful reading of 

i 1 

on in either the cited passage, or all of Gupta, 

reribte network node content to be used to 
Guptai discloses that a user is able to reorder 
s 47-48). There is no teaching or suggestion 
dependent of the user providing a request to 



nt; 
dif^ 



Since Gupta discloses only that the user 
tihe play list does not include remote 



eper dent claim L Since Gupta fails to teach 
t as it relates to receipt and transmission of 
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instructions to modify the play list, Gupta fjails to 
node interface instructions for submitting remote netw{Jrjk 

network node interface instructions to a remote nefiwoirk 

i a 

receiving a request from the remote network node'Via 



ay list 



identification information of the user, the p 
identification information as claimed in independent 

Independent claim 1 also recites, inter alia 
user to include a reference to the remote network i 



beift: 



modify a play list , the request including remote ne^wdrknode content information and 

jjiassociated with the user identified by the 
1. 

xjiilfying the play list associated with the 



node 



associated 



for streaming delivery to a network receive!: 
the user's play list is modified to include the remotle 
manner independent of the user, Gupta does teach 
read/write security to allow a creator of thejannotaj 
annotation set (col. 14, lines 53-57). However, an 
of the present application as evidenced by the fact 
from the annotation set. Thus, although Giipta 
others, Gupta fails to teach or suggest a play list 
amended independent claim 1. I 

Furthermore, Gupta discloses that the play? 
by other users (col. 18, lines 13-21). However, the 
general, fails to teach or suggest that the pliy list, c 
users. Rather, the saved content (collectionj of med 

■ ! : n 

to other users without an additional query (pol. 1 8 
annotated (col. 1 8, lines 20-21), but there is; no teaj 
modified. Gupta's failure to disclose an ability 

: j 

retrieved, in light of Gupta's specific teaching of s; 
further evidence of the patentable distinction betw$ 
Gupta fails to teach or suggest modifying the play; 



with the identified user. In other words, 
bj^/ork node content that is submitted in a 
ai particular annotation set may be given 
;|t to allow others to modify the 
jc tjition set is not analogous to the play list 
ihaf Gupta specifically teaches a play list apart 
ah annotation set that may be modified by 



m 

thdt 

i 

iorj 

i 

;anrj< 



reference to the remote network node content (i.e.lj 



dlaijm 



sbntent, the play list identifying content 



Once 
ia 



ithat 



or suggest providing remote network 

node content; transmitting the remote 
jnode that is independent of a user; 
transmitted interface instructions to 



teathes 



titat itiny be modified by others, as recited by 



ist dajei be stored by its creator and retrieved 

ji. 

citeaipassage, in particular, and Gupta, in 
retrieved, may be modified by other 

Se gments) may be expeditiously streamed 

i 

lin^§ ll 7-19). The saved content may be 

i : 

|hir|; jjr suggestion that the play list can be 
of -6thor users to modify the play list once 

atlility with respect to annotation sets is 
G jipta and the claimed invention. Thus 
'associated with the user to include a 



cbntent provided from a remote network 



PACE 12/16 * RCVD AT 10/17/2005 3:05:46 PM [Eastern Daylight Tlmel * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/28 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:97271 83946 * DURATION (mm-ss):07-28 



BEST AVAILABLE COPY 



VERIZON IP 

r 



10/17/05 MON 14:10 FAX 9727183946 

In re: Brig Barnum Elliott 
Appl.No.: 09/748,057 
Filed: December 22, 2000 
Page 10 



node that is independent of the user) , the pl$y list identi 
network receiver associated with the identif ed user as cjl 

It is respectfully submitted that independent clai 
computer program, respectively, that includp compiirab 

with respect to claim 1 . Thus, independent claims : 5 art- 

I' ! 

reasons given above for claim 1. Claims 2, 7-10, J.6, 17. 
corresponding independent claims 1,15 aind 18, and thus; 
corresponding independent claims. Therefore, dependen 
are patentable for at least the same reasons given apove 

i 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted thajt the 
and 21-23 under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) are overcome.! 

! j 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC S103 \ ■ 



US PATE NT- AMEND 



Claims 2-4 



Claims 2-4 stand rejected under 35 TSJ.S.C. § 



view of Bowman- Amuah (U.S. Patent No. ^,606; 

As stated above, Gupta fails to teach or su; 
the user to include a reference to the remote; network nqdjb content as recited in independent 



claim 1. | ! 

Bowman- Amuah describes a streamj-based;(;omii^tmication 
message to be sent from a sending systenj iiji a shaded fc ipiat 
format and then sent to the receiving systeni Boy/ifnan 
modifying the play list associated with the liser to-focluflfe 



content . 

Since neither Gupta nor Bowman r Ahmah ikidivi,c 
play list associated with the user to include 



combination of the references likewise fail? 



to tea&ior 



suggest this feature of independent claim 
1 . Thus, the cited references, taken either individiiAlly in combination, do not render 



©013 



■ggest 



ng content for streaming delivery to a 

|imed in independent claim 1 . 

I" 

lis 1 5 and 18 recite a system and a 
efrecitations to those discussed above 
1 1 8 are patentable for at least the same 
,119 and 21-23 depend from 

i 

include all the recitations of their 
: claims 2, 7-10, 16, 17, 19 and 21-23 
&r independent claims 1, 15 and 18. 
injections of claims 1, 2, 7-10, 15-19 



103(£tj as being unpatentable over Gupta in 
Applicant respectfully traverses, 
tl iodifying the plav list associated with 



system and method, where a 
is first translated to a stream-based 
Ainuah also does not teach or suggest 
h a reference to the remote network node 



ually teach or suggest modifying the 
a refer&hce ic hhe remote network node content , the 
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independent claim 1 obvious. Claims 2-4 depend 
claim 1, and thus include all the recitations 
are patentable for at least the same reasons as 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted th|at th^jejections 



directly or indirectly from independent 
of indelpend&nt claim 1. Thus, dependent claims 2-4 
given above Tor the independent claim 1. 

of claims 2-4 are overcome. 



§ 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gupta in 
berei laher "Pezzillo"). Applicant respectfully 



Claims 11-13 

Claims 11-13 stand rejected under 35 U.S 
view of Pezzillo et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,434,621, 
traverses. 

As stated above, Gupta fails to teach or 
network node content and user information for modifying faie plav list associated with the user to 



include a reference to the remote network node content 



Pezzillo describes a system for enabling In(terne< 
and webcast information. Pezzillo also does not tfeach c 
remote network node content and user information for 



user to include a reference to the remote network node <k)iitent and is not cited in the Office 



Action as teaching such feature. 

Since neither Gupta nor Pezzillo individually teich 
sending remote network node content and user inyrmafaon 



suggest 



with the user to include a reference to the riemote Jietwoflk node content, the combination of the 



iidi 



references likewise fails to teach or suggest this 
references, taken either individually or in combination, 
obvious. Claims 11-13 depend either directly or 
include all the recitations of independent cjaim 1 . 
for at least the same reasons as given above for 
Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted 

Claims 24-26 I 



•ths 



@014 



i l remote network node sending remote 



as recited in independent claim 1. 
;of intranet broadcasting that offers audio 
r suggest a remote network node sending 
modifying the plav list associated with the 



or suggest a remote network node 
h for modifying the play list associated 



feature bf independent claim 1 . Thus, the cited 
do- not render independent claim 1 
ire< tly from independent claim 1, and thus 
Thusj; dependent claims 1 1-13 are patentable 
independent claim 1. 
the i rejections of claims 11-13 are overcome. 



that 
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Claims 24-26 stand rejected under 35 U.S.Cp. §lCj3(a) as being unpatentable over Pezzillo. 
Applicant respectfully traverses . 

Independent claim 24 has been amended to i 
including instructions for causing a processor to 



receive 



including remote network node content andluser information for modifying a plav list associated 



with the user . As stated above, Pezzillo failjs to te^ch 
remote network node content and user information 



user to include a reference to the remote network node t fo itent as recited in independent claim 



24. 



Since Pezzillo fails to teach or suggest a remote 



node content and user information for modifying th e 



a reference to the remote network node content, Pe|zzillo 
obvious. Claims 25 and 26 depend either directly 
thus include all the recitations of independent clairji 
patentable for at least the same reasons as given ab 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted thit the 



recit& inter alia, a computer program 
input from a remote network node 



or Suggest a remote network node sending 
for m odifying the play list associated with the 



i jetwork node sending remote network 



i pla 



pr ind 

24, 

ove : 



list associated with the user to include 



Idoes not render independent claim 24 

ji" 

lijrectly from independent claim 24, and 
■Thus, dependent claims 25 and 26 are 
f< sir the independent claim 24. 
(•ejections of claims 24-26 are overcome. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the amended claims and tljie remarks 
the present set of claims is in condition for immediate 
Notice of Allowance is respectfully requested. In cjrderji 
present application, the Examiner is encouralged to 
order to resolve any remaining issues. j 

In the event that additional extension^ of tirfre 

i 

paper, such extensions are hereby petitionedj under 
therefore (including fees for net addition of claims) 
Account No, 07-2347. 

Respebjfull 



presented above, Applicant submits that 
aj|l|wance. As such, the issuance of a 
expedite the examination of the 
xmtaclft Applicant's undersigned attorney in 



is 




Registetiqi-fNo. 25,648 



Customer No. 32127 j 
VERIZON CORPORATE SERVICES GROUP 

HQE03H14 

600 Hidden Ridge Drive ; 

Irving, TX 75038 | 

Telephone: (972)718-4800 \ 

Facsimile: (972)718-3946 ! 



CERTIFICATE OF MAlLINGjfTRANSH ISSIQW)(37 CFR 1.8(a)) 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is, on the date shpwn 
Patent Office at 571-273-8300. 



beloi 



Dated: October 17, 2005 



Signature: 



arfejfriecessary to allow consideration of this 

§ 1.136(a), and any fee required 
hf fjbby authorized to be charged to Deposit 



submitted, 




the United States 



daliatLR. Andersen) 



i 
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